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OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO ENLARGE THE ISSUES

Sharon A. Mayer ("Mayer"), by her attorneys, hereby submits

her opposition to the motion filed March I, 1993 by Milford

Broadcasting Co. ("MBC") to enlarge the issues in this proceeding

with respect to the application of Mayer.'

1. MBC requests that the following issues be added to this

proceeding:

(a) To determine whether Sharon A. Mayer was financially
qualified to construct and operate the proposed
station at Milford, Iowa, on October 2, 1991, when
she certified affirmatively to her financial
qualifications;

(b) To determine whether Mayer misrepresented or lacked
candor with the Commission in certifying that she
was and is financially qualified to construct and
operate the station for three months without
revenue;

, The time within which Mayer's opposition could be f~ ~as(
extended by the Presiding Judge to March 19 j;'"'l~~'~!,', ?-;8C'CL.(~_i~
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( c)

(d)

To determine whether Mayer is now
qualified to construct and operate the
three months without revenue.
To determine whether the site proposed
suitable for its intended purpose;

financially
station for

by Mayer is

(e) To determine whether Mayer misrepresented or lacked
candor with the Commission in certifying to the
suitability of her proposed site; and

(f) To determine, in light of the facts adduced pursuant
to the foregoing issues, whether Mayer is qualified
to be a Commission licensee.

I. The Request for A Financial Qualifications Issue
Is Speculative And Unsupported

2. Under Rule 1.229, a motion to enlarge issues must contain

specific allegations of fact sufficient to support the action

requested. Such allegations must be supported by affidavits of

persons having personal knowledge of the facts. MBC has failed to

meet these requirements.

3. MBC attempts to raise a financial qualifications issue

against Mayer on the wholly speculative basis that she has not made

a realistic cost proposal for her station. In support of this

conjecture MBC provides the statement of its consulting engineer,

B. Benj amin Evans. Evans's statement contains a list of new

equipment and construction costs which he considers to be the

minimum amount that must be spent "to build a transmitting facility

such as that proposed by Mayer, and to equip a studio capable of

carrying live programming and with the means for producing pre-

recorded programming." Listing costs for only new equipment which

he allegedly obtained from an unnamed vendor of broadcast equip-

ment, Evans aggregates total construction costs of $222,219, with
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a claimed "best discount" cost of $177,000. Based on Evan's

conjecture, MBC contends that Mayer's cost estimate of $174,650 for

construction and for first three month's operating expenses is un-

realistic.

4. MBC's showing clearly does not raise a substantial or

material question of fact requiring a hearing on Mayer's estimated

costs or financial qualifications. Mr. Evans's unsupported

assumptions are based solely on new equipment and do not even

consider the use of previously used equipment which, as Mayer's

attached Declaration attests, was specifically evaluated by her and

incorporated into her cost estimates. Mayer points out that she

believes it wise to build her station and commence operations as

economically as possible in order to assure the continued success

of the station. Her Declaration describes how she arrived at her

cost estimates and prepared her bUdget. 2 In contrast, MBC contends

that an applicant should buy all new equipment from the start and,

in effect, attacks Mayer for not doing so. This difference in

2 Mayer states in her Declaration that in arriving at her
estimated costs, she sought out equipment suppliers and persons
experienced in broadcasting in addition to investigating the
availability and cost of equipment in the broadcasting trade press.
She points out that the use of new and previously used equipment
was substantially less expensive than utilizing all new equipment.
In this respect, the March 8, 1993 issue of Broadcasting & Cable
magazine, p. 54, contained an advertisement for the sale of a 400
foot tower, 400 feet of coaxial cable and a new 6 bay antenna at
an aggregate price of $24,000. (See attached Exhibit No.1). It has
been confirmed that this equipment was used by an FM broadcast
station. Mayer proposed to use a 6 bay antenna. See Amendment to
Mayer Application, Technical Exhibit, February 28, 1992. Compare
Evans's Engineering Statement which allots $19,612 for a new 6 bay
antenna, $14,702 for a new transmission line and $62,000 for a new
469 foot guyed tower (Mayer's tower is 468 feet), or a total of
$96,314.
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business philosophy illustrates a basic deficiency in MBC's

argument and shows why the financial qualifications issue requested

by MBC lacks credence. In short, MBC has relied solely on a

hearsay showing of the cost of new equipment to support a costs

estimates issue. Its attempt to extrapolate other costs from that

limited showing is clearly speculative and unreliable. In light

of these obvious gaps in MBC' s showing, it has not made the

required clear and convincing showing that Mayer's proposal could

not be effectuated. 3 Revised Processing of Broadcast Applications,

72 FCC 2d 202, 220-222, 45 RR 2d 1220, 1234 (1979); White Sands

Broadcasting. Inc., 48 RR 2d 123 (Adm. L.J. 1980).4 In conse-

quence, MBC' s request for a financial qualifications issue is

unsupported and must be denied.

3 Absent that showing, a financial issue will not be added
unless an applicant's estimates are unreasonable on their face.
Breeze 94. Inc., 30 RR 2d 419, 422 (Rev. Bd. 1974). In the
attached Technical Statement of Louis R. du Treil, du Treil, Lundin
& Rackley, Inc., consulting radio engineers, Mr. du Treil, who has
more than 30 years experience in broadcast engineering, states that
his evaluation of Mayer's budget confirms that her construction
estimates are adequate and realistic.

4 The cases cited by MBC in support of its financial qualifi­
cations issue are inapposite. united Broadcasting Co .. Inc., 36
RR 2d 1556 (Rev. Bd 1976), Cavallaro Broadcasting Corp., 31 RR 2d
23 (Rev. Bd. 1974), and J. Sherwood. Inc., 39 RR 2d 597 (Rev. Bd.
1976), all involved applications filed when Form 301 required that
budgetary information be filed with the application. The cases
therefore treat questions raised about specific costs provided by
applicants in their applications.
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II. Mayer's site Will Readily Accommodate Her
Proposed Tower and Associated GUy Wires

5. MBC also attacks the suitability of Mayer's site. Again,

MBC's showing demonstrates that this is a non-issue. Relying once

more on Mr. Evans's engineering statement, MBC argues that Mayer's

proposed tower is of a height that requires more land than is

available to Mayer. This statement is inaccurate as Mr. Evans's

engineering statement concedes that Mayer can build her tower on

her site if the tower is guyed at a ratio of 64% instead of what

he terms the standard guying ratio of 70%. See Engineering

statement of B. Benjamin Evans, p.2, para.2. Mr. Evans opines that

as the guying ratio increases the cost of the tower also increases,

but he does not state by how much. 5 In short, rather than support-

ing MBC's contention about the inadequacy of Mayer's transmitter

site, Mr. Evans's statement actually supports the suitability of

the site. 6

6. Additionally, the attached Technical Statement of Louis

R. duTreil, duTreil, Lundin & Rackley, Inc., demonstrates that

Mayer's tower and guy wires readily fit within her proposed site.

Mr. duTreil states that the maximum land use efficiency of Mayer's

5 Mr. Evans also speculates, without any facts, about set back
requirements that some governments may have. This conjecture is
no basis for a site suitability issue against Mayer.

6 MBC's reference to James Sadler's letter of September 10,
1991 to Mayer is irrelevant to her present site. Sadler's letter,
prepared before her application was filed on October 3, 1991,
referred to a 500 foot tower, her original proposal, which was
later reduced in height by her amendment filed February 28, 1992.
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site occurs when the guying layout is rotated ninety degrees as

pictured in his attached drawing,? not as pictured by Mr. Evans who

proposed one set of guy wires oriented 90' True and the other two

sets of guy wires oriented at 210' and 330' True. Mr. duTreil's

Technical statement illustrates the tower guying arrangement for

the most efficient use of Mayer's site. Under this arrangement,

Mayer's proposed tower can employ a guying distance of 305 feet,

or 65.6 percent of the tower height, well within the 60 to 70

percent guy ratio range for normal costs. Thus, Mr. Evans's

erroneous calculations do not employ the maximum land-use efficien-

cy of Mayer's site. Moreover, Mr. duTreil points out that MBC's

Engineering statement errs in employing the proposed tower height

of 468 feet for computing the guying ratio. Using that height the

uppermost guy wires would connect to the aeronautical beacon rather

than to the tower!

7. Even assuming the validity of Mr. Evans's calculations,

Mr. duTreil further states that there is a wide margin of permis-

sible tower guying ratios depending on the type and size of the

tower and the load it is designed to carry and that, based on

information obtained from LDL communications, a designer and

manufacture of towers, a guying ratio of 60 percent has no

substantial effect on tower costs under usual conditions. Thus,

Mayer's tower could be guyed at a ratio of 64% as conceded by Mr.

Evans.

? Mr. du Treil's statement and drawing also shows that Mayer's
tower and its associated guy wires could be moved forty-five feet
south on the drawing and still be within the site boundaries.
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8. Mr. duTreil also points out that by employing a

cantilever section on the portion of the tower where the FM antenna

is side-mounted, the uppermost guy wires would be approximately

415 feet above ground level, and with 315 feet for guying distance,

a ratio of 75.9% would be obtained, well above standard guying.

Moreover, use of a cantilevered section does not appreciably change

the cost of a tower. Thus, there are several economically feasible

options available to Mayer to erect and guy her tower within her

proposed site.

9. The foregoing analysis of MBC's Engineering statement

demonstrates that its erroneous calculations do not support the

site suitability issue requested by MBC. Instead, Mayer has shown

that her site will accommodate her proposed tower and its guy wires

without impediment or additional expense. 8

8 The cases cited by MBC involved situations where questions
were raised about whether the site could contain necessary guy
wires in contrast to Mayer's site which MBC concedes would accept
guy wires adequately. In Rocket Radio, Inc., 31 RR 2d 1696 (Rev.
Bd. 1974), the Review Board added an unopposed site suitability
issue where location of the antenna mast atop a building raised a
question about the location of guy wires. A site suitability issue
was added in A.C. Elliot, Jr., 32 RR 2d 1128 (Rev. Bd. 1975), where
questions existed whether guy wires could be installed to avoid
power lines and telephone cables and applicant made no showing a
sufficient guy wire system could be installed. In EI Camino
Broadcasting Corp., 12 RR 2d 1057 (Rev. Bd. 1968), an issue was
added where there was conflict between the consulting engineer's
statement and his engineering diagram. Similarly in Athens
Broadcasting Co., 12 RR 2d 285 (Rev. Bd. 1968), the issue raised
concerned whether a guyed tower could be constructed on the site
at all and whether significant renovations in existing buildings
were required, questions not adequately addressed by the ap­
plicant's engineer. Dupage County Broadcasting, Inc., 9 RR 2d 860
(Rev. Bd. 1967), involved a dispute over land boundaries and the
terrain over which ground radials would traverse. None of the
foregoing cases support addition of a site suitability issue where,

(continued ... )
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III. There Is No Basis For A Misrepresentation
Or Lack Of Candor Issue

10. without one iota of factual support, MBC also requested

the addition of issues against Mayer involving misrepresentation

and lack of candor with respect to her financial qualifications

and site certification. However, MBC's motion failed to include

any allegations regarding misrepresentation or lack of candor nor

did it show that Mayer's proposals cannot be effectuated. Indeed,

Mayer has factually demonstrated that her proposals are valid; she

thus had no motive to deceive the Commission. In consequence,

because MBC could not make any showing of an intent to deceive on

the part of Mayer, its request for these serious issues must be

rejected. Scott & Davis Enterprises, Inc., 50 RR 2d 1251 (Rev. Bd.

1982) .

IV. Conclusion

11. In sum, MBC has not presented any facts with respect to

either the financial qualifications of Mayer or the suitability of

her proposed transmitter site which faintly support addition of

those issues. MBC's sole affidavit, the conjectural statement of

Mr. Evans, presented an unsupported estimated construction cost

proposal based on new equipment only from an unspecified vendor

and, in addition, conceded the suitability of Mayer's site even

8( ••• continued)
as here, there is no showing that Mayer's site cannot accommodate
a guyed tower and Mr. du Treil has convincingly demonstrated that,
in fact, it will.
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with erroneous calculations. This incomplete and contradictory

showing on its face clearly fails to support addition of the

requested issues even without rebuttal by Mayer. However, Mayer

has amply demonstrated why MBC's requests are inherently faulty.

Wherefore, it is respectfully requested that MBC's Motion to

Enlarge the Issues be denied in its entirety.9

Respectfully sUbmitted,

SHARON~ MAYER

.) 'J

-~ " , ---/, .,'

By: .l''t-t It dt..( /. :'~,U-!L
, Richard F. Swift

Her Attorney

TIERNEY & SWIFT
1200 18th Street, N.W.
suite 210
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 293-7979

Date: March 19, 1993

9 In light of the above opposition, Mayer objects to produc­
tion of all of the documents requested by MBC in its Exhibit 9 to
its motion and to the depositions of Sharon Mayer, James Sadler,
Robert and Gertrude Smith, Bob Hanson and other persons unnamed by
MBC.
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1, Sharon A. Mayer, hereby declare under penalty of peljury as

foHows:

In preparing a budget for my proposed PM station in Milford) Iowa.

my goal was to put a guod sounding station on the air for a reasonable cost..

Milfunl is ill a unique area known as tbe Iowa Lakes Region whose

population swells in the swnmer due to tourism. A new radio station has to

carve a niche in an already established radio market. Assuming this task

would not be quick or easy, I thought it prudent to keep my initial costs

reasonable so that the station would have every opportunity to grow and

prosper.

In estimating my costs, I recognized that the cost of new electronic

equipment was usually very high but that it depreciated fairly quickly. My

husband is an electrical engineer and 1have become familiar with the value of

electronics in talking with him about equipment costs.

In aniving at my estimated costs, I researched the availability of

previously used equipment as well as new equipment and talked with

equipment suppliers and persons experienced in broadcasting, including other

broadcasters and my counsel, in addition to researching the availability and

cost of equipment in the broadcasting trade press. I found there was a supply

of used equipment of good quality on the market. I therefore fotnmlated my

budget on the use of new and used equipment, which was substantially less

expensive than using all new equipment. In addition, my studio will



be in a family owned building and I specifically provided in my budget for my

estimated loan costs. My operating costs were based on my research efforts

described above plus my own experience in business with Northwest

Electronics, Inc., jointly owned with my husband, and in managing a golf

course in Milford, aT-Shirts Plus franchise in Houston and as a department

manager in a department store in Houston. Overall, My estimates were based

on a reasoned effort to cover the costs in putting a station on the air on an

economical basis to assure its initial success and subsequent growth.

~a.~
Sharon A. Mayer

Date: 3-jg - 93



du Treil, Lundin & Rackley, Inc.
______________________________________ A Subsidiary of A. D. Ring, P.c.

Technical Statement
Prepared on Behalf of Sharon A. Mayer

Milford, Iowa

This statement has been prepared on behalf of

Sharon A. Mayer, applicant for a new FM broadcast

station to serve Milford, Iowa, File No. BPH-911004MG,

In response to a "Motion to Enlarge the Issues" filed

by competing applicant Milford Broadcasting Co.

I have reviewed the Engineering Statement of

B. Benjamin Evans accompanying the Motion. Mr. Evans

states that "Since the longer sides of the (Mayer)

property run east and west, the maximum land-use

efficiency would be obtained with one set of guy wires

oriented 90° True. II That statement is in error,

as maximum land use efficiency occurs when the guying

layout is rotated ninety degrees. 1 since this firm

prepared the technical portion of Sharon Mayer's

application, I am familiar with that proposal and her

site. Using the same property dimensions as employed

by Mr. Evans, the attached Figure shows the tower

guying arrangement for the most efficient use of her

site. If desirable, the tower could be moved as much

as 45 feet south of the location shown on the sketch.

Her proposed tower, as shown on the sketch, employs a

guying distance of 305 feet, or 65.6 percent of the

The Engineering Statement errs in employing the
proposed tower height of 468 feet for computing the
guying ratio. At that height the uppermost guy wires
would attach to the aeronautical beacon rather than to
the tower.



du Treil, Lundin & Rackley, Inc.
_________ A Subsidiary of A. D. Ring. P.c.

Page 2
Milford, Iowa

tower height, well within the 60 to

ratio range for normal tower cost.

60 to 70 percent has no substantial

cost under usual conditions.)

70 percent guying

A guying ratio from

effect on tower

Contrary to Mr. Evans' statement, a tower

guying ratio falling below 70 percent does not

necessarily increase the cost of the tower. There lS a

wide margin in the permissible tower gUylng ratio

depending on the type and size of the tower and the

load it is designed to carry.

It is also possible to employ a cantilever

section (the upper-most portion of the tower is free­

standing) for a portion of the tower, where the FM

antenna is side mounted, as in this case. under these

circumstances, the upper-most tower guy wires would be

at approximately 415 feet above ground level, (about 50

feet below the tower top) and with 305 feet for guying

distance, the guying ratio is 73.5 percent. Use of a

cantilever section does not appreciably change the cost

of a tower. 3

In conclusion, my analysis confirms that

erection of Sharon Mayer's proposed guyed tower is

quite feasible at her proposed site and is not likely

to result in unanticipated costs.

2,3 Based on information obtained from LDL
communications, Inc., designer and manufacturer of
towers.



du Treil, Lundin & Rackley, Inc.
________________________________ASubsidialyofA. D.Ring, p.e.

Page 3
Milford, Iowa

I have also reviewed the estimated
construction costs for her new station as prepared by
Sharon Mayer who has utilized new and previously used
equipment in that estimate. I am familiar with such
costs having participated in the constxuction of
numerous broadcast stations over 30 years of
professional experience. It is my belief that her
construction proposal is both ad~quate and realistic.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing information is true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and belief.

~/&tufd
Louis R. du Txeil

March 18, 1993

(Mr. dUTreil's orignial signed statement will be
filed as soon as it is received by counsel.)
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QUALIFICATIONS OF
LOUIS ROBERT DU TREIL

M~. du T~eil is a g~aduate electrical
enginee~, holding a BBEE from the Unive~sity of
Southweste~n Louisiana, Lafayette, Louisiana.

He is a Registe~ed Professional Engineer in
the Dist~ict of columbia (No. 7048) and the State of
Louisiana (No. 7977).

He has been actively engaged in consulting
enginee~ing since 1959 and p~epared nume~ous

enginee~ing exhibits which we~e accepted by the Federal
Communications commission.

He is a membe~ of the Institute of Electrical
and Electronics Enginee~s (IEEE), member of the society
of Broadcast Enginee~s (SBE), member and past president
of the Association of Federal communications consulting
Engineers (AFCCE), member of the Radio Advisory
Committee, and autho~ of papers on antennas and
groundwave propagation.

k/~~
Louis R. du Treil
du Treil, Lundin & Rackley, Inc.
240 N. Washington Blvd., Suite 700
Sarasota, Florida 34236
(813) 366 - 2611

March 18, 1993
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Travel Jobs. $19,OOO-$60,OOOlyr. CrUIse Ships
worldwide/resor1s1hotels. Excellenl benefits. For
listings call 1-805·962-8000 ext M-7833

looking for your first on-alr Job? ... Or a beller
one? We can help. Focus One Productions 212­
799·9606

IDIlCATIOItAl SIIVICES

On-eamera coaching: Sharpen TV reporting and
anchoringlleleprompter skills. Produce quality demo
tapes. Critiquing. Private lessons with former ABC
News correspondent 914-937-1719. Julie Eckher1,
Eckher1 Special Productions

WAItTlD TO 'IIr EQUIPMENT

TELEVISION
SITUATIONS WANT£D

Award winning
Monitor Channel

producers, reporters,
technicians and

engineers.

RADIO
SITUATIONS WANT£D P£RSONALITY

YOUR NEXT MORNING ACE
IS RIGHT HERE!

Veteran personality & talk show host
(miscast in current role) seeks full­
service style morning show with
phones, facts and fun. Creative tal­
ent, superb interviewer, and a great
jock. News/talk, oldies, or NC sta­
tions - this is your man!

Write Box E-17

H£LP WANT£D R£S£ARCH

All market sizes considered.

Please contact the
Monitor Channel at
(617)450-3860

===~o
SPORTS'
g .....

ALLIED FIELDS
£MPLOYM£NT S£RVIC£S

1.9004o-RTNDA Updlted DIlly

RTNDA Job Service
85 cents a minute. listings free.
Call 202-659-6510 (Fax 202-223-4007).

(EJ Rodlo-T_ Ntws onc:ton AsIOCilUon
ltlOO c:.nr.c.a. M . NW.. s..oo 615

• _.DC 2OOJ6

BEGINNING A TV NEWS CAREER?
Gefsnedge!
Now offering performance
coaching and demo tape
production for news and
sports anchors/reporters.
PhDRe:408-446-33Z3

RESEARCHER!
UBRARIAN

No phone calls, please.
Equal Opportunity Employer.

Human Resources, Dept LM
KCAL-lV

5515 Melrose Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90038

As part ofthe Walt DisneyCompany,
wecanollerasalarycommensurate
with experience, excellent benefits
and advancement potential.

OJeck it out for us at KCAL-TV. We
will rely on your ability to coordi­
nate all activities of our tape and
reference library and provide re­
search infonnation for news sto­
ries. In addition, you will supervise
in-house usage of the library and
outside requests. Requires strong
interpersonal skills to interact with
diverse personalities. Acollege de­
gree, prior news research experi­
ence and knowledge or BASYS and
NEXIS prererred.

••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••
••

Used 340' ft. tower with lighting system, includes
new guy wires etc. 314-687-3932

Refurbished transmission line, 6-1/8". 75 ohm.
EIA flange. 20' sections (it $55O/section Bogner
BUI16 TV antenna for channel 55. Bogner low pow­
er TV antenna for channel 14. Call 904-796-4531.

ower and c:oax c:able: 400 ft utility tower on
ground. ready to ship. 400 h. coax cable. new 6­
bay antenna, $24.000.00 for the package or will
sell separately. 316·269·1550

10. SAil IQU/PMEItT

Harris HT 5 FM transmitter: 1988 - gre.,t shape
- best oHer. WJXR, 904-259-2292

Used 950' guyed tower, 8' face, WIth elevator, 70#
lower; approximately 2000' 3 1/8" transmission
line, 50 OHM. EtA flange. 20' sections; 1 HarriS 25
KW transmiller; 1 250 KW generator & 2000 gallon
fuel tank.

AM and FM transmitters, used, excellent condi­
tion. tuned and tested your trequency Guaran­
teed. Financing available. Transcom 800-441­
8454. 215-884-0888. Fax 215-884-0738

Broadcast equipment (Used): AMlFM transmit­
ters, RPU's, STL's, anlennas, consoles, process­
ing. turntables. automation. tape equipment moni­
tors. etc. Continental Communications. 3227
Magnolia, St. Louis. MO 63118 314·664-4497. FAx
314-664-9427

Used vldeotape-cash for 314" SP. M2-90·s. Beta­
cam SP's Call Carpel Video 301-694-3500

UHF tKW LPTV transmitters, single cabinet
clean. Also need 16-Bay Bogner/Andrew anlennas
Wholesale prices only. Kldd Communications 702­
626-4250, 702·826-4347.

Blind Box Response???
Box Letter-Number

1705 DeSales St., NW
Washington, DC 20036

Please Do Not Send Tapes l

Want to purchase easy listening music on reels,
primarily vocals. Not interested in music service
Call 614·374·9500. Ask for Big John.

ENG camera: JVC KY-17U wilh BRS 411 SVHS
deck, 16X lens lripod pan head. low hours. like
new $4850. Bill McCandless 504·344-4217

ERI antenna: FMH-3AE 3 bay high power, good
condition on 93.5. AM lower lighting ring transtorm­
ers excellent used condition. Decca Austin Model
A·1701. 1.700 wall capacity. Todd Comm Inc
600-745-5044. tax 702·293-1062.

Videotape: Lowest prices, absolutely hIghest qual­
Ity of evaluated videotape. 1-, 3/4-. M2. 02. Beta­
cam. SP. etc. We will beat any price. Call tOf quote
or catalog. Carpel Video 800-238·4300

54 ClassifiedS Mar 8 1993 Broadcasting & Cable

J ¥fa 4 •.S.h



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Hazel Y. Goodger, Secretary in the law firm of Tierney &
Swift, hereby certify that I have on this 19th day of March, 1993,
sent copies of the foregoing "opposition To Motion To Enlarge The
Issues" to the following:

* The Honorable Edward Luton
Administrative Law Judge
Office of Administrative Law Judges
Federal Communications Commission
2000 L Street, N.W., Room 223
Washington, D.C. 20554

* Paulette Laden, Esquire
Hearing Branch
Enforcement Division
Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Linda J. Eckard, Esquire
Roberts & Eckard, P.C.
suite 222
1919 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Counsel for Milford Broadcasting Company

* Hand Delivery


